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^e$ent Sta tus of Patent Apt)licatiQti 



Jpon eiitxy of the amendments in this response, claims 1-4, 9-11, 13-19, and 21-24 
.>ending in the present application. Claims 1,1 1, and 17 have been amended to include 
from previous co^pending claims that have been previously examined such that the 
believed to be in condition for allowance for at least the reasons stated below. 
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\ lesponge to Reiection of Claims under 35 U.S.C, S 1 03fa^ 



Claims lA, % 10, 11,. 13, 17, 18, 21, 22, and 23 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
» a ! being purportedly unpatentable over Qureshey (WO 99/38266) in view ofSchindler (U.S. 
^o, 5,867^23). Claims 5, 12, 19, and 24 have been regected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
pirportedly unpatentable over Qureshey and Schindler in view oi Lang (U,S. Patent No, 
;6S2). Claims 14-15 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § lQ3(a) as beiug purportedly 
over Qureshey and Schindler in view of Dao (U.S. Patent No. 5,915,207). Claim 16 
beeij rejected under 35 U.S.C, § 103(a) as being purportedly unpatentable over Qureshey and 
in view ofBolas (U.S. Patent No. 6,389,463). It is well estabUshed at law that, for a 
ar rJjection of a claim under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being obvious based upon prior art, the prior 



nust 



U.S 



disclose, teach, or suggest, either implicitly, all elements/features/steps of the claim at 
^.e, e.g,. In re Dow Chemical, 5 U.S.P.Q.2d 1529, 1531 (Fed. Cir. 1988); In re Keller, 



.Q.2d 871, 881 (C.CJ.A. 1981). 



ClaimJ^ 

provided in independent claim 1, Applicant claims: 

A method for receiviog digital information and transmitting the 
ir formation in a localized area, comprising the steps of: 

receiving audio communications irom a plurality of streams of digital 
ir formation from at least one remote source via the Internet; 

converting the digital information jfrom the plurality of sti'eams to 
r^ective analog information associated with each respective stream; 

broadcasting concurrently the respective analog information associated 
with multiple streams from the plurality of streams of digital information at low 
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>ower in a localized area in - multiple preselected radio frequencies chosen by at 
'east one user; and 

receiving the broadcast information associated with the multiple streams in 
ihe localized area on multiple radio frequency receivere, each receiver tuned to 
one of the preselected frequencies to pennit listening to one of the audio 
( ommumcations associated with one of the multiple streams, wherein the 
i broadcasting concurrently of the respective analog information associated with 
) tultipie streams is inUiated at a predetermined time chosen by the at least one 
i^ser and in at least one of the preselected frequencies chosen by the at least one 
tser, the at least one user tuning one of the radio fluency receivers to one of 
i 1 e preselected radio frequencies. 

(E^iphaj is added). 

Applicant respectfully asserts that the rejection of claim 1 should be withdrawn because 
thej cited art fails to disclose or otherwise teach the steps that are highlighted above. Specifically, 
thel|jom(|e Action states that Lang "teaches the means for programming comprising a program for 
setjjjng a| time to activate the means for broadcasting." Office Action, page 13. m reviewing the 
Lai^g di£ olosure, however, Lang seemingly teaches that a preselected AM/FM station is encoded 
a R]f signal which is transmitted to a wireless remote alert device. Regardless of the 



pre) elect ;d AMmA station, Lang teaches that the station will be encoded to the same RF signal 
thai is Kceived by the remote alert device. For example, the remote alert device 40 does not 
app| sar t<> have any mechanism for allowing a user to tune "to one of the preselected radio 
fre^enc: es," as described in ihe claim. 

Qureshey and Schindler and the other references also fail to teach or suggest the 
hig|Ught;d features. For at least this reason, a prima facie case of obviousness has not been 
esta >lishi d, and ttie rejection of claim 1 should be withdrawn. 



b | Claims 2-4. 9-10. and 23 
B jcause independent claim 1 is allowable over the prior art of record, dependent claims 
and 23 (which depend from independent claim 1) are allowable as a matter of law for 
thlb reason that the dependent claims contain all the steps and features of independent 
1. ,?ee/7j reFine, 5U.SJ>.Q.2d 1596, 1600 (Fed. Cir. 1988), 
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Claim 11 

. is provided in independent claim 1 1, Applicant claims: 

An apparatus for receiving information and broadcasting the 
information in a localized area, the apparatus comprising: 
means for receiving a plurality of streams of digital infonnation from at 
Ijpast one remote source via the Internet; 

means for converting the plurality of streams of digital information to 
I sspective analog information associated with each respective stream; 

means for broadcasting concurrently the respective analog infonnation of 
t lultiple streams of the pluraUty of streams of digital information in a localized 
a rea in multiple preselected radio frequencies chosen by at least one user; and 
means for programming the means for broadcasting, the means for 
f rpgramming comprising a program for setting a time to activate the means for 
I roadcasOng, wherein the at least one user tunes a radio frequency receiver to 
0 ne of the preselected radio Jrequencies. 

(H||ipha iis added). 

/ pplicant respectfully asserts that the rejection of claim 11 should be withdrawn because 
;ited art fails to disclose or otherwise teach the stqjs that are highlighted above. Specifically, 
Dffic 5 Action states thatiang "teaches the means for programming comprising a program for 
a time to activate the means for broadcasting." Office Action, page 13. In reviewing the 
Lar , >dis closure, however, Lang seemingly teaches that a preselected AM/FM station is encoded 
a RI signal which is transmitted to a wireless remote alert device. Regardless of the 



pre! sleet id AM/PM station, Lang teaches that the station wiU be encoded to the same RF signal 
that is received by the remote alert device. For example, the remote alert device 40 does not 
t{ have any mechanism for allowing a user to tune "to one of the preselected radio 
firec j lenc] es," as described in the claim. 

Q ^reshey and Schindler and the other references also fail to teach or suggest the 
higl light id features. For at least this reason, a prima facie case of obviousness has not been 
esta dish* d, and the rejection of claim 1 1 should be withdrawn. 



Claims 13-16 and 24 



13-]|> 



B. cause independent claim 1 1 is allowable over the prior art of record, dependent claims 
anc 24 (which depend from independent claim 1 1) are allowable as a matter of law for at 
leasjthe i jason that the dependent claims contain all the elements and features of independent 
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and Dao and Bolas fail to cure the deficiencies of the Qureshey, Schindle, , or Lang 



re; breiwes. 



Claim 17 

. Vs provided in independent claim 17, Applicant claims: 

A method for receiving digital information and transmittiiig the 
|ifonnation in a localized area, the method comprising the steps of: 

receiving a plurality of streams of digital information from at least one 
jjjsmote source via the Internet; 

converting the plurality of streams of digital infonnation to respective 
i oalog infonnation associated with each respective stream; 

broadcasting concurrently the respective analog information associated 
\dth multiple streams of the plurality of streams of digital information in a 
1 Kjalized area in multiple preselected radio frequencies chosen by at least one 
iser, wherein at least one of the preselected radio frequencies is a frequency 
r lodulated radio frequency; and 

setting a time to activate the broadcasting stqt, wherein the at least one 
t ser tunes a radio frequency receiver to one of the presdected radio frequencies. 

(Er iphas is added). 

^ .pplicant respectfully asserts that the rejection of claim 17 should be withdrawn because 
art fails to disclose or otherwise teach the steps that are highlighted above. Specifically, 



a 

higiight 



esta ilish< d, and the rejection of claim 17 should be withdrawn. 



Dffic s Action states that Lang "teaches the means for programming comprising a program for 
setl| ng a time to activate the means for broadcasting." Office Action, page 13. In reviewing the 
Lai\ J dis ;losure, however, Lang seemingly teaches that a preselected AM/FM station is encoded 
for a Rl signal which is transmitted to a wireless remote alert device. Regardless of the 
pre! elect jd AM/FM station, Lang teaches that the station will be encoded to the same RF sigoal 
that is received by the remote alert device. For example, the remote alert device 40 does not 
app lar t( have any mechanism for allowing a user to tune "to one of the preselected radio 
freq|jjienci es," as described in the claim. 

I '^reshey and Schindler and the other references also fail to teach or suggest the 
Id features. For at least this reason, a prima facie case of obviousness has not been 
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' Claims 1 8-1 91 ^^^'"^ 
because independent claim 17 is allowable over the prior art of record, dependent 
8-19 and 21 (which depend from independent claim 17) are allowable as a matter of 
It least the reason that dependent claims 18-19 and 21 contain all the steps and features 
indent claim 17. 



r a1 



I- Claims 5. 1?. anH 70 

( ;iajms 5, 12, and 22 are canceled without prejudice, waiver, or disclaimer, and ttierefore, the 
rej jctioij to these claims are rendered moot. Applicant takes this action merely to reduce the number of 

3uted issues and to facihtate early allowance and issuance of other claims in the present application, 
licai t reserves the right to pursue Ihe subject matter of these canceled claims in a continuing 
app icati m, if Applicant so chooses, and does not intend to dedicate any of the canceled subject matter 
to tie pu )hc. 



CONCLUSION 

F >r at least the reasons set forth above, Applicant respectfoUy submits tlwt all objections 
iju'ections have been traversed, rendered moot, and/or accommodated, and that the 
laims are in condition for allowance. Favorable reconsideration and allowance of the 
a jplication and all pending claims are hereby courteously requested. If, in the opinion of 
•, a telephonic conference would expedite the exammation of this matter, the Examiner 
to call the undersigned agent at (770) 933-9500. 




xam iner. 



ited 



Respectfully submitted, 




TH(|MA J, KAYDEN, 
HPRST EMEYER & RISLEY, LX.P. 

175(1 

jalle ia Parkway N.W. 
G sorgia 30339 
(77d|| 933 9500 



Charles W, Griggers, RegrNo?47,283 
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